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7/29/57
Memorendum No, 1G

Subject: Study No. 32 « The Arbitration
Statute.

Resolution Chapter 35 of the Statutes of 1956 authorized the Cozmissicn,
Ainter alia, to make a study to determine whether the Arbitration Statute should be
reviged.

At the request of the Chairman of the Commission on Unifeorm State Lawe the
fav Revieian Cormission decided at the meeting of June 1 and 2, 1956 to begin its
consideration of this topic by making a study to determine whether the Uniform
Arbitration Act should be edopted in California. Mr. Sam Kege) was retalmed as
research conswltant on this study. He submitted a report which raised substantial
questions as to whether the Unifarm Act should be adopted,

¥r, Kagel's report was copsidered by the Commission at ite meeting of
December 21-22, 1556, The Commission decided to meke no recommendation to the
1957 Sessian of the Leglslature respecting the Iniform Arbitration Act and not
to publish Mr, Kagel's report "at this time". It also decided "that the Comisaion
continue its study of the California Statute and of Mr. Kagel's report with a view
to determining whether it should recozmend revisicn of the Califarnia Arbitration
Statute to the 1959 Seasian of the ILegislature and that the Commissicn showld, i1
necessary, bave a further research consuyltant's report prepared to this end",
(Minutes, page 12)

The Unifarm Arbitration Act was introduced at the 1957 Seasion at the
ingtance of the Commission on Uniferm State Iaws,  The Senate Bill (S5.B. 820)
died; the Assemdly Bill (A.B, 988) wes referred by the Senate to its Comittee
on Rulea for sgsignwent to en aprarorriate interim committee. To the date of
my last commnjcation with Charlie Jobnson on the subject, no such assignment
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had yet been made.
The following questions would seem to be presented for Commission action
et the August, 1957 meeting:
1. Should the Commission suspend further sction on thisg study if the
Y\ A Uniform Arbitration Act is sent to an interim Committee of the Senate until after
the 1959 Session? {Note that our assigmment is to study the present law, not the
Uniform Act.) If so, should copies of Mr. Kagel's report be made available to
the committee?
:,._\':J'vf\- 2. 5Should the Commission continue its study of the present Arbitration
o Tﬁ( S8tatute? If so, should any Senate interim committee assigned the Uniform
- Arbitration Act be apprised of the Commission's study with an offer of cocperation?
If the Commission study is comtinued should we have s new research study prepared?
If so, should Mr. Kagel be asked to do it?
W 3+ Should Mr, Kagel's study be published? If so, should we ask him to
Qx(\{“ do further work on it for that purpose?
Regpectfully submitted,

John R. McDonough, Jr.
Executive Secretary

JEM:fp



